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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

SOUTHCONE,INC., ;
Petitioner, ))
V. )) CancellatioiNo. 92059987
JUNCO.,LTD., )) Mark:REEFUR
Registrant. ))

ANSWER TO PETITION FOR CANCELLATION

Registrant, Jun Co., Ltd. (“Reggrant”) hereby responds &sllows to the Petition for
Cancellation (“Petition”) by South Cone, Ind¢’Petitioner”) regarding U.S. Trademark
Registration No. 4,513,118 for REEFU&d Design. Registrans without knowledge of
information sufficient to form a belief as to ttrath of the Petitioner'sontact information given
in the initial unnurbered paragrapland therefore denies same, and demands strict proof
thereof.

1. Registrant admits the afjations of Paragraph 1.

2. Registrant is without suffient information to admibr deny the allegation in
Paragraph 2 of the Petition andetéfore, denies those allegations.

3. Registrant admits only that the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office records reflect
the given dates registrati@md of first use identiéid in Paragraph 4 oféhPetition. Registrant
is without knowledge or informatiosufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations
in this paragraph, and therefore dersame, and demands strict proof thereof.

4, Registrant is without suffient information to admit odeny the allegations in

Paragraph 4 regarding the validity of the REKRrks. Further, while the registrations



identified therein have reached incontestab#ittus, the registrations are still susceptible to

cancellation on certain bases aillerefore, Registrant deni¢se remaining allegations in

Paragraph 4 of the Petition.

7.

8.

COUNT ONE

Paragraph 5 sets forth no allegatiomsvhich a response is required.
Registrant admits the aflations of Paragraph 6.
Registrant denies the aljations of Paragraph 7.

Registrant admits that it appliedregister the REEFERademark based upon

Section 66(a), with intent tase, and denies the remanpiallegations if Paragraph 8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Registrant denies the aljations of Paragraph 9.
Registrant denies the aljations of Paragraph 10.

Registrant denies the aljations of Paragraph 11.

COUNT TWO

Paragraph 12 sets forth no allegatitmsvhich a response is required.

Registrant denies the aljations in Paragraph 13.

CONCLUSION

The allegations of Paragraph @#the Petition are denied.

Subject to the specific answeropided above, any and all remaining

allegations in the Petition for Canlalon are herein expressly denied.



Affirmative Defenses

1. Registrant’s use of its mark will not mistakenly be thought by the public to derive
from the same source as Petitioagoods, nor will such use bleought by the public to be a use
by Petitioner with Petitioner'authorization or approval.

2. Registrant’s mark in its entirety isffigiently distinctive from Petitioner's mark
S0 as to avoid confusion, deception or mistakéoabe source or sponshiip or association of
Petitioner’s goods.

3. Registrant's mark, when used on Ragint's goods, is not likely to cause
confusion, or to cause mistake, or to deceivéoathe affiliation, connection or association of

Registrant with Petitioner, or as to the origgppnsorship, or approval of Registrant’s goods by

Petitioner.
4. There is no evidence afctual confusion.
5. Registrant reserves its rights to asseinterclaims and teeek cancellation of

any registered marks asserted by Petitiongpaas of its grounds foopposing registration of
Registrant’s mark, as may determined through discovery.
WHEREFORE, Registrant respectfully requeetstat Board dismiss the Petition and that

U.S. Trademark Registration No. 4,513,118R&EFUR and Design be sustained.

Dated: December 30, 2014 Respectfully submitted,
HOVEY WILLIAMS LLP

By _s/ Cheryl L. Burbach
Jban Optican Herman
Cheryl L. Burbach
1080IMastinBlvd., Suite1000
84CorporateNoods
OverlandPark,KS 66210
Telephoned13.647.9050
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ATTORNEYS FOR PETITIONER
SOUTH CONE, INC.

s/ Cheryl L. Burbach




